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Date:  November 4 - 5, 2009 
Time:    9:00 am – 5:00 pm 
Location:   KSC Conference Center  
   Kennedy Space Center, FL  
Author:   Cheryl Fitz-Simon 
 
ATTENDEES: 

 
Invited 

 
Attended 

 
Name 

Organization/ 
Location 

E-Mail 

  Frank Der NASA (KSC) Frank.D.Der@nasa.gov 
  Steve Rider NASA (HQ) Stephen.S.Rider@nasa.gov 
  Pete Rossbach USACE (Washington) Peter.J.Rossbach@usace.army.mil 
  Steven Freitas USACE (Sacramento) Steven.P.Freitas@usace.army.mil 
  Sheron Belcher USACE (Huntsville) Sheron.G.Belcher@usace.army.mil 
  Carl Kersten NAVFAC (Norfolk) Carl.Kersten@navy.mil 
  Mike Helmick Abacus Technology (KSC) Michael.Helmick@nasa.gov 
  Jim Brandenburg Abacus Technology (KSC) James.S.Brandenburg@nasa.gov 
  Pat Robinson Guest  
  Jim Whitehead Abacus Technology (KSC) James.S.Whitehead@nasa.gov 
  Mark Mackenzie Abacus Technology (KSC) Mark.D.MacKenzie@nasa.gov 
  Cheryl Fitz-Simon Abacus Technology (KSC) Cheryl.L.Fitz-Simon@nasa.gov 
  Maggie Muller Abacus Technology (KSC) Martha.A.Muller@nasa.gov 
  Michelle Pizzuto Abacus Technology (KSC) Michelle.L.Pizzuto@nasa.gov 
  Rick Hatcher EG&G (KSC) Richard.C.Hatcher@nasa.gov 
  Richard Hungate EG&G (KSC) Richard.Hungate-1@nasa.gov  

 
 
MEETING OBJECTIVES:   
 
1) Introduction 
2) Review Past Action Items  
3) SpecsIntact and Building Information Modeling (BIM) Integration 
4) Construction Operations Building Information Exchange (COBIE) 
5) SpecsIntact Accomplishments 
6) New & Deferred Change Requests 
7) Open Change Requests 
8) SpecsIntact Supported Software 
9) CSI Construct 2010 
10) Priority Of Work 
11) Action Items 
 
 
  

SpecsIntact
Attachment Order
To see the File Attachments in order by Subject, from the Attachments Pane, click on the Description Column until the numbers are in sequence 12 - 18!
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DISCUSSION SUMMARY: 
 
Subject 1: Introduction 
 
1) Pete Rossbach, USACE, opened the meeting by welcoming everyone. 

 
Subject 2: Review Past Action Items 
 
1) List of past action items were distributed to the attendees for status. 

 
2) Each item was reviewed and commented on for posting with the meeting minutes. 

 
Subject 3: SpecsIntact and Building Information Modeling (BIM) Integration  

 
1) A Building Information Model (BIM) is a digital representation of physical and functional 

characteristics of a facility.  As such, it serves as a shared knowledge resource for 
information about a facility forming a reliable basis for decisions during its life cycle from 
inception onward.  Software products implement and support BIM. 
 

2) Some capabilities proposed for SpecsIntact BIM Integration: 
a) Extract Section numbers and properties from BIM and put into COBIE/SpecsIntact 

(1) Need to eliminate duplicate Sections/properties from new BIM data 
(2) Could use Excel Pivot Tables to do this 

b) Add Sections to a new or existing project based on BIM model 
c) Use Specifiers Properties Information Exchange (SPie) as the foundation for SI/UFGS 

BIM support 
 

3) Could use Tailoring Options to integrate SPie properties into UFS Sections. 
a) The SPie property name could be a Tailoring Option, with additional nested Tailoring 

Options for each property value. 
b) Issues if using Tailoring Options for BIM: 

(1) Might need extensively nested Tailoring Options to represent all possible properties 
and values 

(2) Tailoring Options are designed to exclude information, rather than including more 
information 

(3) It would be better if removed Tailoring Options could be redlined 
(4) Army, Navy and NASA Tailoring Options might be confusing with BIM Tailoring 

Options.  The agency Tailoring Options cannot be avoided, as there will always be 
Agency specific requirements. 

 
4) Contractors will need to know how to put the data into BIM for SpecsIntact. 

 
5) Manufactures will input the data into the Whole Building Design Guide (WBDG) 

productguide™ SPie. 
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6) The end goal is to move the BIM data through construction and export the as-built BIM data 
into COBIE. 

 
7) Corps has targeted 2012 as becoming BIM capable. 

 
8) Bentley software is used for all Center of Standardization (COS) Designs for the Corps.  

Non-COS projects may use any product of their choice, and many use Autodesk Rivet. 
 

9) Richard Hungate opened the Homeland Security BIM Process Guide for the UFGS and 
SI-CCCB to review. 
 

10) The Homeland Security BIM Process Guide will be distributed with the meeting minutes. 
 

11) Jim Whitehead suggested creating a few BIM prototype Sections using Tailoring Options 
and distributing them to some key players from each of the Agencies for review and 
comment. 
 

12) Sheron Belcher stated that they are in a good position to attempt modifying a few of the 
Sections since they already have BIM projects to use. 
 

13) Corps Specifications Steering Committee will be meeting in December 2009 in Sacremento, 
CA.  This will be a good time to discuss BIM integration.   

 
Subject 4: Construction Operations Building Information Exchange (COBie) 
 
1) Richard Hungate decided to table this discussion for another time. 

 
2) The Whole Building Design guide (WBDG) has information pertaining to COBie available on 

their web site. 
 
Subject 5: SpecsIntact Accomplishments 
 
1) Jim Whitehead presented SpecsIntact Accomplishments to the SI-CCCB. 

a) SpecsIntact 4.4.0 and ThinApp release. 
(1) Second-most documented improvements in any SpecsIntact release 
(2) Tailor Sections automatically when adding/editing Sections 
(3) List attachments in Section Table of Contents 
(4) Extensively improved support for tables 
(5) Word publishing streamlined and improved 

b) More than 40,000 users of SpecsIntact throughout the world. 
c) SpecsIntact Technical Support 

(1) Handling record numbers of calls – a 67% increase over recent years. 
(2) New support hours 

d) NS-CCCB Meeting and UFGS Working Group Meetings, held July 2009 in Indianapolis, 
IN. 

e) Two UFGS releases since last SI-CCCB meeting. 
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f) SpecsIntact Web Site 
(1) Faster, more reliable web server 
(2) Released newly updated support documentation 
(3) Coming soon:  SpecsIntact Screencasts 

 
Subject 6: New & Deferred Change Requests 
 
1) Michelle Pizzuto presented the New and Deferred Change Requests (See attached 

CRStatus11-05-09.pdf) 
 

2) 17 New Change Requests Reviewed: 
a) 11 Accepted 
b) 4 Rejected 
c) 2 Approved for Requirement Analysis 
 

3) 2 Deferred Change Requests Reviews: 
a) 1 Accepted 
b) 1 Remained Deferred 

4) For convenience the “Status of Change Request (CR) from 11/05/2009 Meeting” Report is 
attached.  

 
Subject 7:  Open Change Requests 
 
1) Michelle Pizzuto presented the Open Change Requests to the SI-CCCB.  The intent of this 

report is to determine the next set of priorities the SI-CCCB would like the SI Team to work 
on once Alternate Paragraph Numbering has been completed. 

 
Subject 8: SpecsIntact Supported Software 
 
1) Jim Whitehead gave a presentation on the currently supported Windows versions.  The 

purpose of this presentation was to have the SI-CCCB approve the discontinuation of our 
support of NT/ 98 / 98 SE and ME since Microsoft has discontinued their support. 
 

2) The SI-CCCB agreed to discontinue support for older versions of Windows NT / 98 / 98 SE 
and ME as well as Microsoft Office 97 and 2000. 
 

3) The SI-CCCB agreed that the SpecsIntact team should discontinue support for versions 
once Microsoft does. 
 

4) The SpecsIntact Explorer was developed in Visual Basic which Microsoft no longer 
supports.  We recommend re-writing in a newer software development environment, such as 
a newer version of Visual Studio. 
 

5) The SI Editor is currently a Visual C++ application which is fully supported in all versions of 
Visual Studio. 
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6) The SpecsIntact team will submit a software change request to allow them to discontinue 
support for Windows and Office versions once Microsoft discontinues support for these 
versions.   

 
Subject 9: CSI Construct 2010 Conference 
 
1) The SI-CCCB members discussed having SpecsIntact and the UFGS being represented at 

the Construct 2010 Conference being held in Pittsburgh, PA. 
 

2) Frank Der stated that he would contact Steve Rider in regards to setting up a meeting with 
Earle Kennit of NIBS.  The purpose of this meeting would be to see whether or not NIBS 
would be interested in sharing a booth with SpecsIntact and the UFGS. 

 
Subject 10: Priority of Work 
 
3) The next set of priorities to be worked after the completion of Alternate Paragraph 

Numbering is as follows: 
a) Submittal Wizard 
b) Tailoring Options List 
c) Report Modifications 

 
Subject 10: Action Items 
 
# Action Items Person Assign 

Date 
Due 
Date 

Item Status 

1 Report status of meeting regarding using SpecsIntact to 
produce Design Build 

Carl Kersten 05/07 11/07 Ongoing 
Discuss at May 2008 Mtg. 

Withdrawn 04/02/2009 
2 Forward customer support issues relating to the UFGS to 

Carl, Pete and Frank 
Technical 

Support Staff 
05/03/07 TBD Ongoing 

3 Distribute top priorities from the backlog of Change 
Requests 

Pat Robinson 05/03/07 05/08 Completed 11/04/09 

4 Remove the use of Change Notice Tags from the UFC 1-
300-02  

Steve Freitas 10/31/07 12/21/07 Completed 11/01/09 

5 Send email to all SpecsIntact users informing them of the 
availability of the ThinApp version of SpecsIntact. 

Steve Freitas 11/01/07 12/21/07 In Progress 

6 Create way to log ThinApp downloads on the SI Web 
Site. 

Cheryl Fitz-Simon 11/01/07 TBD Completed 09/01/09 

7 Research Global/Replace Programs for the Database 
Managers to use during the Alternate Paragraph 
Numbering migration 

Jim Whitehead 
Mark MacKenzie 

04/01/09 TBD Completed 10/15/09 

 Comment: 
• Army cannot use Freeware for converting the database since all programs must be on the 

certified list 
• Army and Navy will send their database to the SpecsIntact Team for preparing/converting the 

databases for Alternate Paragraph Numbering release 
• Provide Links to the older versions of SpecsIntact and ThinApp for users who cannot obtain the 

latest version of SpecsIntact 
 

 

8 Send the RMS Excel Submittal Register workaround to 
the SpecsIntact Team (resulting from discussion on 
approved CR #08-002 & #08-004) 

Steve Freitas 04/02/09  Cheryl Followup 

9 Send the CSI Construct 2009 information to the SI-CCCB Frank Der 04/02/09 TBD Completed 04/02/09 
10 Send latest SI Software Build to Carl, Steve, Sheron, 

Rick and Richard for testing prior to the release. 
Jim Whitehead 04/02/09  Completed  
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11 Two weeks prior to the SI-CCCB send an updated Open 
Change Request Report 

Michelle Pizzuto 04/02/09  Completed 10/13/09 

12 Reserve the KSC Conference Room  Frank Der 04/02/09 11/2009 Completed 04/30/09 
13 6 Months prior  to the Alternate Paragraph Numbering 

Prepare an ECB regarding warning for the Alternate 
Parapgraph Numbering Release 

Sheron Belcher 11/04/09 TBD  

14 6 Months prior to the Alternate Paragraph Numbering 
send a Web Notification List and post warnings on the SI 
Web Site 

Cheryl Fitz-Simon 11/04/09 TBD  

15 Email the Consensus COBie Specification to the SI-
CCCB for review 

Cheryl Fitz-Simon 11/04/09 11/06/09  

16 CON for SpecsIntact Pete Rossbach 11/04/09   
17 Email the UFGS Working Group with the Submittal Item 

character length for RMS 
Steve Rossbach 11/05/09   

18 Submit New CR to Add \ Manage Attachments within a 
project and generate a report 

Steve Freitas 11/05/09   

19 Add Robert Iseli to the UFGS Working Group and SI-
CCCB Distribution 

Cheryl Fitz-Simon 11/05/09   

20 Requirement Analysis on BIM Integration prior to the CSI 
Contsruct 2010 Joint UFGS Working Group Meeting 

Jim Whitehead 11/05/09   

21 Send Pete, Carl and Frank an Email regarding 
coordination of the UFGS Release with SI Deployment 

Jim Whtehead 11/05/09  Completed 11/06/09 

22 Discuss the importance of the UFGS updates resulting 
from Alternate Paragraph Numbering changes at the CP 
Meeting  

Pete Rossbach 11/05/09   

23 UFC 01-300-02 will be modified to clarify the usage of list 
and item designation in 2-2.3 and Appendix A 

Steve Freitas 11/05/09   

 
 

Next SI-CCCB Meeting will be held 
May 10 – 14, 2009 

At 
CSI Philadelphia, PA 
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All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement Board Reviewed - Apr 02, 2009
Date Completed:08-003 METRIC AND ENGLISH UNITS Currently when setting up a Job a user chooses either Metric or English units


of Measure.  This chosen unit is then shown in the Section with the
appropriate tags. The proposed idea is that the user will be able to choose to
permanently delete (not just hide) the unused Unit of Measure and also an
option to delete the tags from the used Unit of Measure.


Submitter: RAY DUNCAN


Board Comments
Jim Whitehead to call Ray Duncan to discuss implentation and ideas for this
CR. The board likes Jim's idea to to hide transparent tags.


Version:
Change was: DEFERRED


SI Recommendation 
If approved, we can add a dialog box similiar to the remove HLS/CHG tags dialog box.
We suggest adding an option to delete the unused Unit of Measure and then delete the tags
for the used Unit of Measure.  This would significantly reduce the amount of tagging in
some Sections.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
I would like to see a routine that would delete whichever units I am not using
and getting rid of the tags for the units I am using.  That would make editing
easier and get rid of those continuing issues with spacing that are hard to see
while editing with tags showing. I do not like to see extra tags while editing I
find the tags confusing because they get in the way. Once I choose which unit
of measure I need there is no reason for the alternate unit of measure to
remain, or the tags to specify the unit of measure.


Additional Notes


Page 1 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement Board Reviewed - Apr 02, 2009
Date Completed:08-007 Allow a Tailoring Option to Be Re-Added When in a job and the user tailors a Section, the tailoring option that was


removed is then no longer available if changes need be made.
Submitter: RONNY KOEHN


Board Comments Version:
Change was: DEFERRED


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact team recommends that this CR be deferred until the other approved 1620's
for Tailoring Options be implemented, and Customers utilization Tailoring Options
increases, before we visit this CR.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Enable a way that if a tailoring item has been unchecked that in stay in the
tailor list for that Section, just unchecked, incase it needs to be re-added
before final publishing instead of having to start the Section all over again.


Additional Notes


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-007 Add "Location" to the Variable List under Header/Footer Currently under the list of variables to add to a Header or Footer, there is no


option to add the Location that is entered on the Job Properties dialog box.
The submitter is asking for this variable to be added as an optionSubmitter: DAVID FULKS


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact recommends this Change as a low priority.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Add the "Location" field as a variable that can be added to headers/footers at
the Print Processing Header/Footer tab.


Additional Notes


Page 2 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-008 Increase Job Name to More Than 8 Characters Current the Job Name field is limited to 8 characters, no space, no special


characters.  The submitter is asking for allowing a greater number of
characters.Submitter: DAVID FULKS


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this change.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Please consider increasing the number of characters allowed in the
"JobName" field (e.g. 16 characters instead of the current 8 character
limitation)


Additional Notes


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-009 Allow for Section Specifiers Currently under the Job Properties / Specifier Tab you can assign Specfiers


for each Division, but not each Section.  There are times that multiple people
may be working on a Division.  The Submitter is requesting that there be a
way to identify Specifiers at the Section level also.


Submitter: DAVID FULKS


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact team recommends this as a low priority.  Please also refer to accepted CR
06-018


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Please consider allowing the specifier to be controlled at the section level
rather than the division level. In other words, the Division Default Specifier is
fine as-is, but consider adding a checkbox in the section properties dialog box
for "Section Specifier" that will turn on a field where a specifier other than
the Division Default Specifier can be assigned just to the current section.


Additional Notes


Page 3 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-010 Add Item and List Indent Buttons to the Editor Toolbar Currently when creating an Item or List Indent the User has to first insert the


Item or List tag, then place their cursor to the right of the beginning tag then
click on the Toggle Indentation button on the toolbar.  The Submitter is
recommending to have two new buttons which will in one step create the Item
or List Indent.  An Item Indent and a List Indent.


Submitter: ANN SHOTWELL


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this change, it would be beneficial to Customers and
Master Text Preparers.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Currently for a list that is a., b., c., we're supposed to use the <ITM
INDENT=-0.33></ITM> tags, yet there is no quick button on the toolbar for
this.


Additional Notes


Page 4 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-011 SECTION TITLE AS A HEADER/FOOTER VARIABLE Would like the Section Title to be a choice in the header/footer variable


selection.


If you consider the amount of time wasted finding the first page of the section
to make sure the section you are reading is in fact the section you thought you
thought you were looking at and not another section, the number of errors that
occur because you end up reading one section and you thought you were
reading another, and the level of frustration that is the caused by the lack of
having this information on the page, it would seem to me that no one would
decide not to have this information on every page.
 


Submitter: MIKE CASEY


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this change as a low priority.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
7/7/2009, 1:22:24 PM - MAMULLER - A previous Change Request (CR) # 03-031, has
been rejected.


Additional Notes


Page 5 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-012 Update SI Dialog Controls to Predictably Change Focus for 508 C During a recent test of SpecsIntact for 508 compliancy, it was discovered that


when choosing a menu item, then using the Tab key to move through the
screen, the focus does not change to the different Menu Tab, even though the
tab key, changes to the next Menu tab.


For example:  When selecting the Process/Print/Publish dialog box, and using
the Tab key to move through the Sections Tab, the tab key should move the
focus to the Reports tab, but the focus stay on the Sections tab.


Submitter: MICHELLE PIZZUTO


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as a hig priority to meet 508 standards.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes


Page 6 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-013 Allow for Removed Tailoring Options to Be Redlined Tailoring options are a great feature in concept, but in practice, we often have


to manually delete text instead of actually using the tailoring functionality,
because many agencies and districts require all revisions to be marked.
Therefore we cannot fully realize the power of the tailoring options feature,
we can only search for tags and manually delete the unneeded text.
 
Can a future release of SpecsIntact make it possible for unselected tailoring
options to be marked as deleted, instead of just being gone? 
 


Submitter: CHRIS GRIMM


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this change with the following suggestions.  If there is
multiple choices in one tailoring option (example Navy, NASA), the option would not be
redlined if Navy was taken out.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes


Page 7 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-014 Add a To-Do List Feature Can an option be added that will allow me as the Specifier to select particular


text, Subparagraph or article and add it to a "to do list"?


As I am editing thru sections there are constantly items that cannot be
completed due to lack of info at the time. However, if that text, subparagraph
or article could be flagged on a to do list then when the to do list is opened I
can see the items. If I click on the item it will open the referenced section and
go to the flagged area for Specifier input and completion.  I see this working
similar to how reports work now. If I open up a report and click on the item it
takes me to the paragraph where correction is required.


This should also be added to the "Reports" under the print processing. That
way if a To Do Flag was imbedded in a section and not corrected or
completed it will be listed in a report during the printing process.


I see the To Do List being an icon on the toolbar while in the Specsintact
Explorer mode. 


It's been a while since I have used Specsintact but now that I am back editing
specifications I am creating a paper list of to do items. I just was thinking that
having a generated list would be nice.


Submitter: KEVIN DECKER


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as a low priority feature.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes


Page 8 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-015 Add a To-Do List Feature-with Different Levels of Tracking If SpecsIntact were going to have a to-do list feature. If it could be included


among the standard reports, that could benefit the Government reviewers as
well. I'd suggest it could have multiple levels, somewhat like highlighting tags
- maybe <TD1>, <TD2>, etc to manage who should be getting the comments.
To-Do 1: Internal design team, To-Do 2: Consultants, To-Do 3: Contractor,
To-Do 4: Government. Perhaps an optional <DTE> tag could be included
within the <TD_> tags to indicate the date by which follow-up should be
resolved. From that report, a user could double-click an item to go right to
that place in the spec, when they have the information for input.
 
Initially this would benefit designers (a lot!), but I think it would also save the
Government money through more efficient design, better communications,
and fewer complications from forgotten items.


Submitter: CHRIS GRIMM


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as a low priority if CR 09-014 is accepted.  If this
is accepted we suggest making the "levels" of the List attributes of the tag that can be
change, instead of adding multiple tags.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes


Page 9 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-016 Create Validation Log when Number of Characters are Exceeded Currently there is no why of knowing when the text between two tags exceeds


the maximum number of characters.  The only way this is known currently is
that some tags such as the <RID> tag will cause a message on Reference
Reports stating "Too Many Characters", others such as the Submittals, do not
cause an error report because of too many characters, but a warning is placed
on the Submittal Register that states this submittal has Exceeded 300
characters, however the Register may not be double checked.


Submitter: CHRIS GRIMM


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team Recommends this change as a low priority.  We suggest running
this validation on the following tags; <RID> <SUB> <TTL> and <SRF>


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Similar to letting us know of incorrect number of spaces between subpart title
and number, can validity rules warn of exceeding any character limits that
may exist? This was very difficult to track down. Also would be ideal if
instead of the submittal register program just crashing with no explanation
(this problem was fixed with Version 4.4), it could report what section it got
stuck on, or better yet, skip that section and let the user know why.


Additional Notes


Page 10 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-017 Allow the Primary Master to Be Moved to Another Working Dire Currently you cannot move a Primary Master to another Working Directory.


If you only have one Master, to move it you must first create a "Dummy"
Master and then set it as the Primary Master.  Then right-click on the
"Orginal" Master and move it.  Then you must go to Connect Masters and
change the Primary Master from "Dummy" to "Orignal", then you must delete
the "Dummy" Master.  This seems like a lot of steps to move a Master.


Submitter: MICHELLE PIZZUTO


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact team recommends this as a high priority.  This would be beneficial to
customers and save time on the corresponding support calls.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-018 Add ATT to the Project Table Of Contents Currently the ATT tag only prints the Name of the Attachment on the Section


Table of Contents.  Our clients do not want us to print the section table of
contents but they want the attachments listed on the project table of contents.
If the Project Table of Contents is needed with the Attachment listed we must
recreate the Project Table of Contents. If this changes we must remember to
manually change it each time.


Submitter: SHEILA HALL


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this change and suggests the following.  We
recommend an option to include Attachments in the Project Table of Contents.  If the user
chooses to include the Attachments, we suggest a prompt letting them know it will slow
their processing time, because SpecsIntact will have to search each Section in the Job to
see if there is an <ATT> tag.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Allow attachments to be listed on the Project Table of Contents.


Additional Notes


Page 11 of 16Printed: Oct 27, 2009 at  2:11:17PM







All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-019 Create a Web and Windows Based Version of SpecsIntact Currently the way to run SpecsIntact is by downloading the Program from the


SpecsIntact website and installing and running it via a local machine or
Network.  To stay up to date with the ever changing needs of the Customers,
SpecsIntact should begin to create a web based version as well as the current
Windows based version


Submitter: PATRICIA ROBINSON


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact team recommends a requirements analysis to determine the needs of the
customers.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's RecommendationAdditional Notes
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All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-020 Caution in Found Files, Revised Files The files in "Found Files" subfolders may appear to less experienced users to


be extra copies that can be deleted when finished, this is also the case with
Revised Files. . This is NOT the case (as we who peruse the help files or who
have learned through hard knocks experience already know), it is actually a
filtered view of the REAL files, and the file will be permanently deleted.


Submitter: CHRIS GRIMM


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends implementing the Submitter's minimal solution, which
will only take a week of programming time. If the board likes the Submitter's preferred
solution also, it could be worked in at a later time since it will need more programming
time.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Minimal Solution: Add a special warning when deleting files from "Found
Files" subfolders, that says something like "HEY WATCH OUT! Do you
really want to delete the REAL file(s)? These aren't copies here!!! (translate to
stuffy technical wording if needed.)
 
Preferred solution: Above, AND some sort of recycle bin for SpecsIntact files
(which we would love anyway, as designers often say they don't need a
section after you've edited it, then later tell you they do need it - again hard
knock talking here - I don't delete, I move to subfolders - but would be great if
there could just automatically BE a deleted subfolder, which would NOT get
cleared out when closing the program like some other temporary files do).


Additional Notes
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All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-021 Enable "Save As" in the SI Editor Currently, in the SpecsIntact Editor, you can only "Save" not "Save As".  The


submitter is recommending the use of "Save As" to save this file as a different
name.Submitter: TERRY VITT


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as a low priority with the following suggestions.
When using the Save As feature, issue a warning if the user is not saving to the Job's
Pulldata, if saving to the Pulldata, offer to update the Job's Pulltable.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Turn the SI Editor "Save As" command on so that it can be used.


Additional Notes
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All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-022 Submittal Wizard Tagging submittals in the submittal article is difficult and frustrating for new


users, and even sometimes for experienced users.  It is even more complicated
when reviewers and reviewer classification codes are needed.  This is one of
the biggest sources of frustration for new users.


Also, submittals are not standardized, so it is easy to define slightly different
submittals without intending to.


Submitter: JIM WHITEHEAD


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as the top priority after alternate paragraph
numbering is completed.  This would be a great feature to add for customers.  We also
recommend that the board reassign open CR 02-016 a lower rating. CR 02-016 is an
approved CR for a similar feature, however, CR 02-016 would require Master Text
Preparers to re-work the Master Text, whereas this CR would not.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Provide a Submittal Wizard in the SI Editor to automate the tagging of
submittal items. We could add great value to SpecsIntact by and improve the
quality of the specs for many projects by creating a Submittal Wizard in the
SI Editor.  


This feature would be similar to the Editor's Reference Wizard, although the
challenges would be different because requirements for project submittals are
less structured than for References.  In particular, we might want to use a new
or enhanced Submittal List from the full UFGS as a starting point for users
inserting submittal requirements in a Section.  This enhanced Submittal List
would list all Submittal Items and SD numbers in the Job or Master for which
it is run.  Being able to choose from the existing UFGS submittals in a
user-friendly Submittal Wizard would help to standardize these submittal
items, and reduce the possibility of errors.


Additional Notes
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All Software Change Request For Review


(New and Deferred)


(Sorted By Control Number)


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-023 Saved User Defined Default Fonts Current SpecsIntact has one set of Default Fonts.  The submitter wants to be


able to change those fonts to a user set default. If a user needs to change fonts
to fulfill a RFP requirement they must then remember to change their settings
when they updated Software.


Submitter: CHRIS GRIMM


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 
The SpecsIntact Team recommends this as a low priority CR.  We also suggest a prompt
when opening SpecsIntact the first time after a new install, asking the user is they would
like to keep their custom settings.


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
Since UFC 1-300-09N requires us to use certain formatting for additions and
deletions, can the software use those formats as the default? This would be
less of a problem if it did not wipe out the user's settings when updating to
new versions of the software. Either fix would be good, and both fixes would
be great.


Additional Notes


Control Number Title of Prob/Requirements Explanation of Problem/Requirement
Date Completed:09-024 Integrate BIM Data Into SpecsIntact <We need to develop a method to incorporate BIM data into SpecsIntact. We


can Extract BIM data from drawings-Specification Numbers-Material
properties as tailoring options data. We can use Pivot Tables to
develop-unique Pull Table list of Specification sections-associated list of
tailoring options


Submitter: STEVEN FREITAS


Board Comments Version:
Change was:


SI Recommendation 


Reviewer's Comments Recommended Change


Submitter's Recommendation
1.  Develop an option in the SpecsIntact Add Sections Dialog Box to import
Pull Table into Sections listing.
2.  Develop an option in the SpecsIntact Tailor Sections Dialog Box to import
list of tailoring options to include in job.


Additional Notes
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SpecsIntact Interagency Configuration Control and 
Coordinating Board Past Action Items 


 


 


1 


      


# Action Items Person Assign 
Date 


Due 
Date 


Item Status 


1 Report status of meeting regarding using SpecsIntact to 
produce Design Build 


Carl Kersten 05/07 11/07 Ongoing 
Discuss at May 2008 Mtg. 


Withdrawn 04/02/2009 
2 Forward customer support issues relating to the UFGS to 


Carl, Pete and Frank 
Technical 


Support Staff 
05/03/07 TBD Ongoing 


3 Distribute top priorities from the backlog of Change 
Requests 


Pat Robinson 05/03/07 05/08 Ongoing 


4 Remove the use of Change Notice Tags from the UFC 1-
300-02  


Steve Freitas 10/31/07 12/21/07 In Progress 


5 Send email to all SpecsIntact users informing them of the 
availability of the ThinApp version of SpecsIntact. 


Steve Freitas 11/01/07 12/21/07 In Progress 


6 Create way to log ThinApp downloads on the SI Web 
Site. 


Cheryl Fitz-Simon 11/01/07 TBD Completed 09/01/09 


7 Research Global/Replace Programs for the Database 
Managers to use during the Alternate Paragraph 
Numbering migration 


Pat Robinson 
Mark MacKenzie 


04/01/09 TBD Completed 10/15/09 


8 Send the RMS Excel Submittal Register workaround to 
the SpecsIntact Team (resulting from discussion on 
approved CR #08-002 & #08-004) 


Steve Freitas 04/02/09   


9 Send the CSI Construct 2009 information to the SI-CCCB Frank Der 04/02/09 TBD Completed 04/02/09 
10 Send latest SI Software Build to Carl, Steve, Sheron, 


Rick and Richard for testing prior to the release. 
Jim Whitehead 04/02/09  Completed  


11 Two weeks prior to the SI-CCCB send an updated Open 
Change Request Report 


Michelle Pizzuto 04/02/09  Completed 10/13/09 


12 Reserve the KSC Conference Room  Frank Der 04/02/09 11/2009 Completed 04/30/09 
      
      
      
      
      
      


 








SpecsIntact Interagency Configuration Control and Coordinating Board MeetingSpecsIntact Interagency Configuration Control and Coordinating Board Meeting
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November, 2009







SpecsIntact
 SpecsIntact 4.4.0 released September 1, 2009


 Released both normal and ThinApp versions
 Applying for Army Certificate of Networthiness
 Submitted for NMCI certification


 W h t d S I t t i We have counted over 40,000 SpecsIntact users since 
2004, averaging over 200 each week.  As of last week:
 All users: 40,501All users: 40,501
 Government users: 25,399
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SpecsIntact and UFGS
 Attended the NS-CCCB and UFGS Joint Working 


Group meetings, July 2009 in Indianapolis
P id d Provided support


 Demonstrated new SpecsIntact 4.4 features
 UFGS Master releases: UFGS Master releases:


 August 18, 2009
 May 22, 2009May 22, 2009
 We generate a new UMRL from each UFGS release
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UFGS and Masters
 Maggie Muller is UFGS Coordinator
 Maggie created or substantially improved:


 Instructions for the UFGS Database Coordinator
 NASA Master Text Processing Instructions 
 Instructions for NAVFAC Master Text Release to the UFGS Instructions for NAVFAC Master Text Release to the UFGS 


Database Coordinator
 Guidelines and Instructions for the NAVY Master Sections


 “Maggie, This is WONDERFUL! Thank you for the time you 
put in to this as it is quite detailed: a real help in helping 
understand not only the process but the steps.”
- Alice Butler, Butler Consulting
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UFGS and Masters
 Provided extensive support to NAVFAC and NIBS


 “There are not enough ways for me to say Thank You for 
ll f h l d ti i t i i tall of your help and patience in training me to process 


specs and use the SI program.  It was most generous of 
you to offer to help, considering that I am working for 
the Navy, but they offered no training other than Alice 
Butler. I could not have done it without you. So thank 
you again I’m sure I will have more questions along theyou again.  I m sure I will have more questions along the 
way, but you got me through this release, which I didn’t 
think would happen….”
- Alynne Skrabalak, WBDG/NIBS
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SpecsIntact Support
 New afternoon support hours: 


 12:00 PM - 4:30 PM
 Better for west coast, Hawaii


 Stimulus funding for new projects
 Support desk handling record numbers of calls


 2009 (first three quarters): 2093 
8 A (fi t th t ) 2004-2008 Average (first three quarters): 1249


 2004-2008 Average (all four quarters): 1614
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SpecsIntact Support Calls
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SpecsIntact Support
 “THANK YOU SO MUCH.  I love having you guys at the 


call center each of you are a tremendous help.” 
Patricia DeHaro of Jacobs Engineering:- Patricia DeHaro of Jacobs Engineering: 


 “Thanks a million Michelle.  I cannot say enough on how 
helpful you have been.  You truly embody the spirit of our p y y y p
Aloha.  Mahalo (thank you in Hawaiian) for your help.  I 
will not hesitate to call on you when and if I get stuck!!!” 


K Y f AES S t- Karena Yee of AES Systems. 
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SpecsIntact Support
 “Thanks again for all the help... don't know if we could have 


gotten this done without you.” 
Russell Clark of Bates Engineers And Contractors- Russell Clark of Bates Engineers And Contractors


 “I wanted to thank you and your team, particularly Cheryl 
in the over the phone tech support she provided to me a p pp p
couple of weeks ago.... Her help and knowledge in getting 
the M: drive reestablished for the master databases and the 
individual computer set-up for +/- 30 people wasindividual computer set-up for +/- 30 people was 
invaluable.... With this done we will be able maintain a 
better QA over our operations.
- Rick Hatcher, EG&G, ISC Engineering Services
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SpecsIntact Support
 “Thank you for all your help, I still would have been 


completely lost if it wasn’t for your support!” 
new user Christina Tucker of Consulex Corp whose first- new user Christina Tucker of Consulex Corp., whose first 


task was converting a Word Section to SI format
 “Michelle, Thank you so much! Your help was just what I , y p j


needed to successfully complete the specs...Couldn’t have 
done it without you!” 


Li d L J E M G t i k d A i t- Linda Lee, Jerome E. McGetrick and Associates
 “Thank you and your team so very much for all of your time 


and patience with this issue. YOU ARE GREAT!”p
- S. Michael Derdeyn, AERO EH&S, Inc.
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4.0
 Second-most documented SI improvements ever
 Tailor Sections automatically when:


 Adding Sections with Tailoring Options
 Editing Sections with Tailoring Options


Li h i S i bl f List attachments in Section tables of contents
 “I’ve been wanting this for a long time.”


Rick Robinson USACE Walla Walla district- Rick Robinson, USACE Walla Walla district
 New projects use revisions automatically
 Verify master Section references in notes Verify master Section references in notes
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4.0
 Extensively improved support for tables:


 Much faster text searching in Section with tables
 Select multiple cells by clicking and dragging
 Rows enlarge automatically to fit newly typed text
 Customize table font sizes when printing Customize table font sizes when printing
 Rows sized better after importing Excel spreadsheet
 Dozens of enhancements and correctionsDozens of enhancements and corrections


 Integrated trace feature
 Improves customer support capabilitiesp pp p
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4.0
 Renumber to 6th level paragraph
 Jobs can use both English and Metric units


 SpecsIntact warns user when selecting this option:
“…SpecsIntact supports this option for customers with an 
inescapable requirement for it but both the UFGS Working Groupinescapable requirement for it, but both the UFGS Working Group 
and the SI CCCB strongly discourage the practice....”


 New location for SI initialization files and 
l l f f lSupplemental Reference file


 Will reduce technical support calls -- many customers 
have limited access to Windows folderhave limited access to Windows folder
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4.0
 Word publishing streamlined and improved


 Smaller footprint and faster publishing
l bl l d h More reliable in normal and ThinApp SI versions


 Header and footer publishing much more accurate
 Rename template for each release if modified Rename template for each release if modified


 Should eliminate SI/Word template version mismatches


 Numerous other corrections and improvements


 Submittal register improved:
 Better handling of extremely long submittal items


l d Consistently accurate page counts and PDF page centering
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4.0
 Newly automated software build process


 Includes SI ThinApp version
d b l f Reduces possibility of errors


 Performed in virtual machine – consistent and portable


 Released SI ThinApp version 4 4 0 simultaneously Released SI ThinApp version 4.4.0 simultaneously
 We track both ThinApp and regular SI downloads


 Created multiple virtual test machines with supportedCreated multiple virtual test machines with supported 
Windows and Office versions
 More comprehensive testing
 Faster customer support
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SpecsIntact Version 4.4
 “The software has come so far... The software is great.”


- Albert Ray Duncan, Spec Consultants, Inc. 
 “Kudos to the SI Development team for getting so 


many updates into the new version 4.4! The greater 
awareness of presence of tailoring options andawareness of presence of tailoring options and 
common selections across sections will be of great 
value.” 
– Christopher Grimm, LS3P Associates Ltd., 
Charleston, SC
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SpecsIntact Web Site
 Faster, more reliable web server


 Load-balanced cluster of six computers
 Automatically recover from failure of any computer
 Migration from old server was challenging


 R l d l d t d t d t ti Released newly updated support documentation:
 QuickStart Guide
 Knowledge Base Knowledge Base
 Integrated software help and web-based help


 Coming soon: SpecsIntact screencastsComing soon: SpecsIntact screencasts
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Thank you!y
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